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PETITION FOR W.41VERS OF THE COMMISSION’S 
KULES TO PARTICIPATE IN NECA POOLS AND TARlFFS 

AND TO OBTAIN ACCELERATED USF SUPPORT 

I.  Introduction 

Osirus Communications. Inc. (‘Ikirus.). by its attorneys. pursuant to section I .3 of  the 

(‘ommission‘s rules.’ requcsts uaivers of thc Commission’s rules as set forth herein to allow 

()sirus 10 become a member ofthe National Exchange Carricr Association (“NECA‘) and 

participatc i n  NI-CA tarifls and pools. and to bcgin receiving high-cost Universal Service Fund 

(ri ;SF”) support in a timely nianncr. Specifically. Osirus requests the following: 

Uaiwrs  ol‘the dcfinition ol.”telephone company” in sections 69.2(hh) and 69.601 

and o i  the anniial clcction filing deadline in section 69.3(e)(6) to allow Osirus to 

become a member oI‘NkCA and to immediately participate in NECA pools and 

tariffi: 

Declaratory ruling that a waiver of the dcfinition of”study area“ in the Appcndix- 

(~ilossat-y of I’arty 36 of the  (:ommission’s rules is not nccessary; 

1 
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Uaivxs  of sections 36.61 I and -36.612 ofthe Commission's historical cost rules to allow 

Osirus to iicccss USF high-cost loop support based on forecasted or cstimated cost; 

( 3 )  Waivers of'the July 1. 2007, and October 1, 2007 state USF certification deadlines 

set Ibrth i n  scction 53.3 14(d) of the Commission's rules; 

Wailers o f  data filing dcadlines set forth in sections 54.301(b), and 54.903(a) of 

the ('ommission's rules. 

( 3 )  

7-hc granting of the abovc waivcrs is essential to enable Osirus to economically serve the 

unscrved areas. Without the abovc requested waivers, service to these areas would not hc 

possible. 

I n  thc cvent an) additional waivers arc necessary to expedite Osirus' receipt of USF 

support and participation in NECA pools and tariffi. Osirus requcsts that such waivers be 

considcred and granted on the Commission's own motion. If some of the waivers requested 

herein will rcqiiirc substantially more time for review than others, .Osirus requests that those 

n a i \  er requcsts be severed and thosc requiring less time be ruled upon while review of  the other 

irequests i s  pending. 

11. Background 

Osirus is a privately-held domestic company incorporated in the State of Michigan. On 

\llgllst I ,  2OO.i. ()siius was grantcd by the Michigan Public Servicc Commission ("MPSC") a 

pcrmaiient liccnse to provide basic local exchange service in Michigan. On .luJy 27,2007, 

Osirus applied to the MI'SC for an expansion of the license to include eight areas in the lower 

~,ct~insula  r,f ?Ilchipn that have ncvcr heen served by any local exchangc provider. The eight 

LL,,cn.cd arcas arc 1orateJ i n  ;\lcoii;i County, Chcboygan County, Gladwin Count), Montmorency 

( : ~ u n n .  Oscoda C c ~ u n ~ ,  (~)ger rm~~ (:mint\ and Presque Isle Count? 'in Michigan. Maps of the 

l I ~ ~ ~ e ~ r ~ d  tcrritwi?? can I x  x-icwcd at h tm:  / /efilc.mpsc.cis.state.~.u~/cf~c/cIocs/l5356/000 1 .pdf, 



tmii pagc 1 3 t o  page X .  (h i  Scptcmher 1 X, 2007, thc MPSC grantcd Osirus a teinporaly license t~ 

wrr<' thrlzc cighr unsrrvcrl arcas 

( h i  Scptcmlirr 21, 2007, Ositus filcd a rcqucst with the hlPSC for  dcsignation as an cli$hlc 

:~,icconiiiiunicati(jns carnrt- ("1 ','l'(:") pursuant  t i>  section 2 14(~)(2) of.the Fcderal (:ommunications 

i c t  , I F  I ' M )  (thc ".\ct")' m d  section 54.201 o f  thc Commission's rules.' Osirus expects the MPSC 

: < I  p a i t  (')sii-us thc l~.'l'C dcsignation in the near future. 

TIT. Good Cause Exists for the Requcsted Waivers 

As a general mater. C~omniission rules may be waived for good cause.4 l'he Commission 

ina) cxercisc its discrclion to waive a rule wherc the particular €acts make strict compliance 

inconsistent with the public interest.? The waiver should serve the policy goals and principles 

which undcrlic the wived  rules." In addition, the Commission "may t&e into account 

considerations of hardship. cquity, or more effective implementation of overall policy on an 

individual basis."' Each of the waivers requested herein satisfies these standards 

A. Waiver of Definition of "Telephone Company" ' 

d in 2001 ,Shy/inc Order, in order to become a member of NECA and to 

participate in the NM;A pools and tariffs. a carrier must be a "telephone company." as defined in 

' I'uhlic I,aw No .  104-1 04. I IO Stat. 56 ( 1  996) 
~~~~ ~~ 

47 C.F.R. & 54.201 



II 1 ~ x 1  6'? o r  the ('oiiiiiiission's rules. 

..ielephonc coinpan?" as an incumhent local exchange carrier ("1LE.c"). Parts 54 and 69 ofthe 

(~oiiimission's rules define "incumbent I.t;C" as that term is defined in section 251(h)(l) ofthe 

\ct." In ;iddition. section 36.61 I of the Commission's rules applies only to ILECs.'" Section 

25 1 (h)( 1 ) of thc Act dclines an -'incumbent local exchange carrier" as a provider of telephone 

exchange ser\Jicc and a member of' NECA on the datc of enactment ofthe 1996 Act (or a 

~~iccessor  or assign 01  such a carrier)." As a reccntly established carrier that is not a successor 

OI- assiyn u f a n  IL1:C'. Osirus docs not inect the definition ofan II,EC and thus. does not meet the 

ticlinitioii o f a  "tclcphone company" in scction 69.2(hh) of the Commission's rules 

Scction 69.2(hh) ofthe Commission's rules defines a 

However. similar to Skyline 'I'elephonc in 2004 Skyline Order, Adak Telephone in Aduk 

Or&r. '.. and Allband in .4llhund Order. Osirus' circumstances warrant a waiver of definition of 

.'tclcphone company" in section 6C).2(hh:1. The purposc o t t h e  I I . tC :  restriction in Parts 36, 54 and 

W i s  to distiiiguish competitive I ,l:('s from incumbent I.ECs for purpose of calculating univcrsal 

scrvice support and access charge.  

Kcd k57? (March j I .  1998). the Commission's Wircline Bureau granted waivers of  sections 

13 In M4ldemes.s b'ulley 7elephone Company. Inc., 13 FCC 

~~~~ . ~ .  

.M&L Emeqii- i ,w Inc.. &:%la S@/ine Iciephone Compuny, Petitionfor Wuiver ufSection 
.i/).6ii, 6 j .h i2 .  urid69..?/hh) o f lhr  ('ornmi.s.sion's Rule.s, Order, 19 FCC Rcd 6761, para. 24 
I,: 004) ( -'2001 Sh-ylinc Orckr" 1 . 

" j 7 ( ' . F . K . ~ ~ 5 1 . j . 5 4  

v 

17 C'.F.R. 8 36.61 1 

' I  17 W . C .  8 251(h)(l)  

1 8 1  

In lhc ,bfutter clf.4duk I21glv Lhterprises. LLC d/Wu/Aduk Telephone Uliliiy; Petitiorz.for 
i w r  of Section 36.611, 36.612. i4.314(4, 54.903(~)(3). 69(hh) and 69.3(e)(6) ofthe 

( 'ommi.s,sion :r Rules. CC Docket No. 06-45. Order, DA 05-3352, 20 FCC Rcd 20543 (Rel. Dec. 
30. 2005) ("Adak Ordcr"). 

l~ 

. l l i hun~ i  Order. para. 7. fn. 2 I 1 ;  



0(>.2(hh) and 60601 to permit a small new local cxchange carrier serving a previously unserved 

area 10 become :I memher ofNIX'A and participate in NECA tariffs and pools. The Bureau 

noted that when the Commission revised section 69.2 to require that telephonc companies be 

II.L'C's I O  participate in NECA m i f f s  and pools, the Commission did not specifically provide for 

umpanics that d o  not meet the statutory definition of "incumbent local exchangc carrier." that 

come into existcncc aftcr the enactment of the 1996 Act. and that serve previously unserved 

areas. I t  thcrcforc uaived the I C requirement of Part 69 for Wilderness Valley Telephone 

Company (a  small new LEC' serving approximately 40 subscribers in a previously unserved 

ai~ea). so that it could become a mcmber o f  NECA and participate in NECA tariffs and pools. 

Participation in NECA will allow Osirus to avoid the costs of filing and maintaining its 

own company-specilic intcrstate tariff. Osirus is a small newly established company. Osirus 

\ \ o d d  incur disproportionately exccssivc costs to prepare company specific tariffs in order to 

5crT.e small number ofcustomers. It is in the public interest to grant the requcstcd waiver to 

dlou  sirus us and its customers the henetit ofcost saving and lower rates available through 

X EC'4 participation. 

In addition to a u~aiver of the definition of"te1ephone company" in section 69.2(hh). 

()sirus also requcsts a MiaiLer of section 69.3(e)(6) of thc Commission's rules to allow Osirus to 

cnter i%F,CA's 'I'ariffho. 5 outside the annual election period. This waiver will help expeditc 

Osirus' participation in NI:C'A. 

For all of the foregoing reasons. Osirus requests that the Commission waive the definition 

of"tclephonc company" in section 69.2(hh) ofthe Commission's rules: waive the incumbent 

1.E.C requirements ofsection -36.61 I I ,  54.301, and 54.303 of the Cornmission's rules; and waive 



section (%3(e)( 6) of the C'ominission's nlles to allow Osirus to promptly participate in NECA 

pools and tariffi. and receive universal service suppcm 

8. Study Area Waiver 

Osirus belicves that i t  is not required to seek a waiver of the definition of"Study Area" in 

the -\ppeiidix-(;lossary of Part 36 of the Commission's rules for the purpose of establishing a 

study ai-ea sewing a heretofore unserved area. A carrier must apply to the Commission Ibr a 

uai jer  of-the stud? area boundary lreeze i f i t  wishes to sell or purchase additional exchanges. I ,l 

I n  the 2004 Skj,linr Ordcr. the (:ommission clarified that .'a study area waiver request must be 

filed with tlic Commission where a company i s  seeking to create a new study area from within 

one or more existing stud? areas.'.'' Study area waiver is not required "under three conditions: 

( a  I a separately incorporated company is cstahlishing a study area I b y  a previously unserved area: 

(!PI a company is combining prcviously unserved territory with one of its existing areas in the 

m n c  statc; and ( c )  a holding company is consolidating study area in the same statc." 

Osirus' proposed study areas. thc eight unserved areas that Osirus will be sewing, have 

rimer heen pari of any existing study area. Moreover. these areas have never been served by any 

licensed local exchange carrier or designated E1'C. Osirus is a separately incorporated company 

M I X  und WX K Y  M i r - k P i  Sirucm,e. Amefldmeni of Part 67 gfihe (bmmission 's Rules nnd 
k;\iuhlishniunf of'tr Joini Borrrd. CC Docket Nos. 78-72, 80-286; Decision and Order, SO Fed. 
R c g  93c) ( I  9x5)  (Pari 6: Order-). adopting Recommended Decision and Order, 49 Fed. Reg. 

I 1  

48725 (1984). 

'OOJ Skj-linc O r r l t ~ .  para. 13 (2004) I S  

RcqiwY/ for ~'lurif?coiion Filed b.F .L'crtionaI Exchunge Carrier Association, lnc.. and Perilions 
f i r  CVuii:o.,c,f~Ied l y  A Imku Telephone Coinpuny &cor Telephone Compuny. and Kingsgnte 
7r~li~phoiw. Inr C 'onccwninp the Ilefinifion oJ-"Sl7idy Area" in ihe Purt 36 Appendix-Glosscny of 
ihc (~'onzmi.v,sion '.s r-ules. AAD 95- 173. AAD 96-29, AAD 96-51, Memorandum Opinion and 
Ordcr. I I I C ( '  ficd 8 156. 8 160 (Corn. Ca r .  Bur. July 16, 1996). 

I t ,  
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crtahlishing a stud) area for a previously unserved area. The Commission has concluded on 

w\cral occasions that a waiver is not necessary ifthe proposed study area is not within any 

csisting s ~ u d y  area.” Osirus respectfully requests that the Commission Issues a declaratory 

ruling that Osirus is no1 required lo request a study area w-aiver for the eight unserved areas that 

Osirus is proposing to serve. 

C .  

Osirus will be a incumbent “rural telephone company” under section 153(37)”ofthe Act 

Waiver of Sections 36.611 and 36.612 

?o serve those eight unserved areas. Accordingly, it will be eligible to receive USF cost 

recm cr! assistancc. Under the Commission’s rules, calculation of high-cost loop support is 

hased on historical cost infomiatinn. Ilowever, as a company proposing to serve an area that 

has not prcviously been served by an) carrier, @sirus does not havc historical cost information 

reflecting the high costs that Osirus will soon incur to provide adequate and reliable service in 

those ciglit unscrved areas. 

I iiider thcsc circumstances. strict application of section 36.61 1 and 36.61 2 of the 

(‘onimission’s rules would preclude Osirus from receiving high-cost loop support related to 

Osirus. new telephone system and administration and operations 201 0” (although the quarterly 

update provision of section 36.61 2 could reduce this period to some extent).”) During this 

period. Osirus would he forced to look Lo its rural customers for cost recovery ofamounts that 

~ ~- ~~ ~~~~ ~ . ~~~ -~ 

.Sew cg. ,Allhum/ Order. para. I O ;  Adak Order, para. 6 1; 

I S  -7 i Y . 1 . .  9 l j j (37 )  

“’ Ihe data submission and tiling requirements of Part 36 of the Commission’s rules operate to 
pnstponc the eligibilit,)~ of a newly established local exchange carrier for receipt of USF support 
until its third year o f  operation. See. L‘.S NO4 Skyline Order, para. 19. 

“’37 C.t:.R. 5 36.612. 
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should otherwise hc recovered through the lJSF in a manner consistent with established 

C'ommission policy and practice 

In the Aduk Order. thc Commission agrced writh Adak 'I'elephone that waiver of sections 

36.61 1 and -36.612 is appropriate to allow newly established carriers lacking historical cost data 

to rcceivc support based on estimated costs that are subject to truc-up.2' Similarly, "delaying the 

timilis of high-cost loop support could h a w  thc unintended effect of discouraging new carriers 

li.cmi cstending service i n  unserved remote areas, thercby frustrating the statutory goal of 

promoting the provision of services at reasonable 

('ommission's histot-ical cost rules. Osirus' customcrs would have to wait at lcast two ycars fro 

t l ic  much needed local scr\.icc rate rcliefthat will result from high-cost loop support related to its 

pr\;)ectcd equipment and opcralional costs. Osirus secks this waivcr treatment until such time as 

Osirus' 2007 and 2008 costs become historical costs upon which IJSF recovery can be calculated 

undcr the normal procedures set forth in sections 36.51 1 and 36.61 2 of the Commission's rules. 

Again, under strict application of the 

D. 

'l 'lic Commission has waived Sections 54.301(b), 54.3 14(d) and 54.903(a) cither on its 

Waiver of Sections 54.301(h), 54.314(d), and 54.903(a) 

o ~ i i  motion or upon requcst on several occasions.L3 Pursuant to scction 54.314 of the 

Cornmission's rules. a statc that dcsires a rural ILEC within its jurisdiction to receive universal 

sei-triec support must lilc an annual certification with the linivcrsal Service Adniinistrativc 

. .~ 

? '  . lduk O r d m  para. 9. 

,1 

.Aduk Order. para. 9. Id. 

'.' See. i,.<y. M&L Enrcry,ri.c.r. Inc.. d/Wu Skyline Telephone C~onzpny: Pelilion,for Wujver of' 
Section 54.3(JI(h}. 54,.?14(d), und 54.YO3(u) ofihe Commission's Rules, CC Docket No, 96-45, 
Order. IIA 05-84. 20 FCC' Kcd 653 (WCB 2005) ("2005 Skyline Order"); Adak Order, paras. 
I I ~ 1.3: .~Illhrrnd O I ~ L Y .  para. 8. 
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(~.onipany (.~USAC'"). The certification must he filed by July 1 to receive the last quarter ofthe 

colcndar ycai- and bq~ Octoher I ofthe preceding calendar year to receive suppofi beginning in 

thc first quarter of the suhsequcnt calendar year. Section 54.301 (b) ofthe Commission's rules 

provides that ILECs tile certain data with lJSAC by October 1 ofcach year to receive local 

s\vitching support ( " I S " )  and intcrstatc common line support ("IC1,S) for the following 

calcndar year. Section 54.903(a)(3) ofthe Commission's rules provide that rate-of-return LECs 

niust l i l e  certain cost and revcnuc data on March 3 I of each year to receive IC,LS support from 

.lid? 1 through J i m  30 of the next 

rulcs pro\ ides that rate-of-return I J X s  must file line count data by customer class and 

disaggrc~ition zonc. if any. annually on July 3 1 

In addition, section 54.9Ci?(a)(l) of the Commission's 

7 5  

I n  thc 200.5 Skyiine Orclcr. the Wirclinc Competition Bureau, on its own motion. waived 

state certification and data filinf dcadlines in  sections 54.301(b), 54.314(d), and 54.903(a) of the 

('ommission's rules to allow Skylinc Telephone to receive high-cost universal service support 

hcginning in 2004.'" I:or the same reasons consistent with the Commission's orders in 2005 

SA1.linc. Order. .4l/hund O I Y / ~ T  and ilduk Order, and as were stated previously with regard to the 

u a i v e i  of the (:ommission's rules for hish-cost loop supporl, good cause exists to grant Osirus 

thcsc additional waivers to a l l o ~ ~  Osirus to be eligible to receive high-cost support upon 

ohtclinine l.:'l(' designation from thc MPSC. Waiver of thcse deadlines will allow Osirus to 

begin receiving high cosC loop. local switching, and interstate common linc support on the dates 

that i t  \toiild otherwisc be entitled to reccive such support. absent the waived requirements. 



For the reasons stated ahove, Osirns requests a waiver of the filing deadlines set forth in  

seclion 5?..301(b) and 54.003(a) ofthe Commission's rules and a waiver orthc July I ,  2007 and 

October I. 2007 slate [ISF certification deadlines set forth in section 54.31 4(d); as necessary to 

a i i o m  Osirus to reccivc LSS and I C l S  upon obtaining EfC designation from the MPSC. 

IV. Conclusion 

Osirus ('oinniunications: Inc. respectfully requests the following: 

( I  ) Waiters of.thc definition of"te1cphunc company" in sections 69.2(hh) and 69.601 

and ofthc annual election liling deadline in section 69.3(e)(6) to allow Osirus to 

bccome a member nf  NECA and to immediately participate in NECA pools and 

tariffs: 

( 3 )  Declarator) ruling that a waiver of the definition of"study area" in the Appcndix- 

Glossary n f  Party 36 of the Commission's rules is not necessary; 

( 3 )  Waivers of  sections 36.61 I and 36.612 ofthe Commission's historical cost rules to 

allow Osirus to access USF' high-cost loop support based on forecasted or estimated 

cost: 

( 3 )  Wnivcrs of the Iu ly  I. 2007. and October I .  2007 state I!SF certification deadlines set 

h r t h  i n  section 53.3 14(d) ofthc ('ommission's rules; 

(5)  Waivers of data f~iling deadlines set forth in sections 54.301(b): and .54.903(a) of the 

C'omniission's rules. 

Granting these waivers will cnsure administration of USF in a manner consistent with the 

('ommission's goal of assisting local exchange carriers in  serving high-cost rural areas and 

maintaining affordablc local service. In the event any additional waivers are necessary to 

expcdite Osirus' reccipt oPI!SF support and participation in NECA pools and tariffs, Osirus 



rcqumcs that such w~aivers he considered aqd granted on the Commission's own motion. If some 

ol'ttic waivers requested herein will reqiiirc substantially more time for rcview than others: 

()sirus rcquests that those waiver requests be severed and those requiring less time be ruled upon 

d i i l c  rcview of the other requests is pending. 

KESPE(:'I'PIJLLY StJRMITTED this 1'' day of October, 2007. 

Field Law Group, P1.LC 
.Ittorncy,?.fbr O s i r u s  Coininunicaums, Inc. 

i I 

By one of its attorneys 

Gary 1,. Field (P37270j 
Hai Jiang (P67088) 
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S 7 A ' I '  I< 0 I' M I C H I Ci A N 

Rt.FOKF, ' 1 ' 1  IF, MlClilCiAN WBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

* * * * *  

In tlie matter o f thc  application t i t  

OSlKllS COMMIJNICAI'IONS, INC., lhr a 
license to provide basic local exchange service 
iii the areas currentlq served by Verimn North Inc. ) 
and ('ontel orthc South. Inc.. d/b/a Verimn North ) 
Syskms. Cenliir) l'cl o f  Michigan. Inc.. (Century'l'el ) 
Mid\~cst--MicliiXan. Inc., C:entur! 7'cl o f  Northern ) 
Michigan. Inc., Centuryl'el Ofl lpper  Michigan. Inc.. ) 

1 
1 
) 

and S H ( '  Michiziari. ) 

Case No. ll- I4494 

A I  thc August I. 2005 incctinS of the Michigan Public Service Coinmission in Lansing. 

Michigan. 

PKESIW'I': I 1011. I .  Peter Lark. Chairman 
I Ion. I aura Chappelle. Commissioner 
I Itin. Monica Martinez, Commissioner 

OPINION AND ORDER 

(hi ;2pril 22. 2005. Osirus Cilmmunications, Inc. (Osirus). filcd an application. pursuant to thc 

Michigan I 'c le~~i i imunicat ions Act (MTA). MCI. 484.2101 ef  .req.. for a license tu provide basic 

local e i c h a n g  service ill the area5 currenlly served by Verizon North Inc. and ('ontcl of the  South. 

In<,.. M . ' a  Verizoii North S) stenis. ('entui-y'l'el o f  Michigan_ Inc., CenturyTel Midwest--Michigan. 

IiiL... ('zntury'l cI of Northern Michigan, Inc.. CenturyTel of Upper Michigan. Inc.. and SBC 

bl ich isan. 



A t  a hearing t,iin July 6. 7005. Osirus presented the testimony and exhibits of Scott A.  Baldwin. 

i t \  I'rssident. A t  the close or the  hearing. thc parties waived compliance with the provisions of 

Section 8 I of.the tvlicliiga~i Administrative Procedures Act, MCI. 24.281. 

After i i  revicu cjfthc application and testimony, the C:oinmission finds that approval o l t h c  

application i s  in the public interest. On numerous occasions, the Commission has found that 

cwqmi t i on  can he advantageous to the citiLens of this state. Approval o f the  request for a license 

10 pt-o\ idc basic I i~cal  exchange service hill cxpand the opportunitics for competition. 

lrdingi). the application should be approved. l h e  grant o f a  license i s  conditioned on ft~ll 

compliance with the provisions of the MTA. as well as the anti-slamming procedures adopted in 

C ' m  h a  \ I -  I I900 and the number reclamalion process adopted in Case No. 11-12703. Failure to 

coinpl? fully ma) rewlt  in revocation of the license or other penalties. Further, thc grant o f a  

Iicc~ise i\ conditioncd upon the provision cfservice to customers within a reasonable time. tai lurc 

to d o  50 n ~ a )  result iii r e w ~ ~ a t i o i i  o f the  license. Finally, thc Commission iiotes that any numbers 

obtained b! thc applicant arc a public rcsoLtrce and are not owned by the applicant. Consequently. 

i l t h c  applicant fails to provide service or goes out ofbusiness, any numbers assigned to it arc 

huhicct to reclamatioii. 

I'hc ('ommission FINDS that: 

a. Jurisdiction ispursuantlo 1991 PA 17Y,asamcnded, MCL484.2101 cr.tey.; l Y 6 Y  PA 306. 

a s  amcnded, MC'L 14.201 ('/ . s q ;  and the ('ommission's Rules o f  Practice and Procedure, as 

amendcd. 1990 AC. K 460. I7 IO I C'J  ,YC'<j. 

h. Osirus possesses sullicient technical. financial, and managerial resources and abilities to 

provide basic local exchange service to al l  residential and commercial cuslomers within the 

Pagc 2 
I&134c)-I 



+qraphic area otthe license and inlends lo provide servicc within one year from thc date ofthis 

order. 

c. (;ranting Osirus a license lo  provide basic local exchange service in thc requcsted areas 

wi l l  not be contrar? to the piiblic interest. 

.I I 1 E R I ; k O R I E  IT I S  OKDtREI) that: 

4. Osirus (:omtnitnications. Inc., is granted a license to provide basic local exchange service 

iii the arcas cui-reiitlq s e n e d  by Verizon horth Inc. and Contel of thc South. Inc., d/b/a Vcrizon 

Noit l i  Systems. Century I e l  ( i f  Michigan, Inc.. Century'l'el Midwest-Michigan. Inc., Century'lel of 

Niinhern Michigan. Inc.. C'enturq l.el o f  l lpper Michigan. Inc.. and SHC Michigan. 

11. Osirus (:ommunicati~,iis. Inc., shall provide basic local exchange service in accordance 

\\it11 the regulator) requit-cmcnts specificd in the Michigan 'Telecommunications Act, 

MCI~. L84.2101 P I  ,w</.. including the number portability provisions of Section 358, the anti- 

h n i n i n g  procediires adopted iii Case No.  I!- I 1900. and the number reclamation process adopted 

i i i  ('ase Uo. 1;-1270.7. 

C . F3efbre coniinenciiig basic local cschange service, Osirus Communications. Inc., shall 

whniit i ts  t a r i l ~ ~ r e l l e c t i n ~  the services that i t  will offer and identifying the exchanges in w'liich i t  

t~ i i l  <.fler servicc. 

I'hc ('ommission rcser~cs.jurisdiction and rnay issue furthcr orders as necessary. 



.Any part) dcsii-ing ((7 cippcal this order inust d o  so in the appropriate court within 30 days after 

icwancc and iiolicc olthis order. pursuant to M(Y, 462.26. 

MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

__._ - i s /  J .  Peter Lark 
Chairman 

!s/ Laura Chappelle 
Commissioner 

Is/ Monica Martin% 
Chrnrnissioner 

j b '  Mary .Io Kunhle 
I(? Csccutivc Secretary 



S .I' A 'I' 0 F M I C H I G A N 

I3 LFOK I: ~rH F. M IC t 1 IC; A N  1'11 BI IC  SERVICE COMMISSION 

* * $ * *  

I n  the matter of the  application of ) 
0 S I R I ; S  COMMIINICATIONS,  INC., ) 
f o r  a teniporarq license to provide basic local 
cxcliange serviccs in eight currently unserved areas 
in thc lower peninsula o f  Michigan. 

) 
) 

,Case No. 11-15356 

.At Ihc Septcmhei- 18. 2007 meeting of'the Michigan Public Service Commission in Lansing, 

M ic li i gan . 

PKESlNT: I Ion. Orjiakor N. Isiogu. C~hair imn 
lion. Monica Martinez. Commissioner 
I Ion. Steven A. Transeth. Commissioner 

OPINION A N D  O R D E R  

Osii-LIS Coininu~iicatioi~s. Inc. (Osirus). was granted a license to provide basic local exchange 

wrvicc in the August I. 1005 ordcr in Case N o .  1!-14494. On July 27, 2007. Osirus filed an 

application. pursuanl 10 the Michigan 'lelecoininunications Act (M'I'A), MCI. 484.2101 u/  .seq., to 

per-niancntl) expand its license to provide basic local exchange service to eight currently unserved 

iiieils in Glil&iii. 1'1-esque Islc. Montmorency. Oscoda. Chcboyyan. Ogemaw aiid Alcona counties 

iii the lo\ver pci~i~isiila of Michigari. Osirsis seeks aulhority to serve only territories within thesc 

coiintics that are currently i~iiassigncd and have no access to wireline phone service. It also 

rcquebtcd a teinporary liceiise expansion. 

W'I, 484.2301(2) states: "Pending a determination of an application for a license, the 

coinmission M ithoul nolicc and hearing may issue a temporary license for a period not to exceed 



I year." Osirus states that it seeks ;i temporary license tc) allow it to begin engineering and 

construction or networks. and to seck nccessary approvals from the Federal Communications 

('~)niinissicin. 

Alier ;I rcview ofthe application, the Commission finds thar approval o f the  application is in 

the public interest. 

I'hc ('ommission FINDS that: 

3.  .lurisdiction is  pursuant to 1991 PA 179, as amended. MCI, 484.2101 el .FEY.; 1969 PA 306. 

35 amended. MC'I. 24.20 I c/ .sN/.: and the Commission's Rules of Practice and Proccdurc. as 

amcndcd. 1999 A(' .  II 460.17101 c/  scy. 

b. Osirus should he granted a temporary license expansion. 

I t i txrmtw. 1.1 IS o R r ) m m  that: 

.A. Osirus Communications. Inc., is granted a temporary license to provide hasic local 

cxchanzc service in the eight currently unserved areas i n  Gladwin, Presque Isle, Montmorency, 

Oscoda. (~'hchoygan. Ogcmaw and Alcona counties described in its application. 

B. Osirus Conimunications. Inc.. shall provide basic local exchange service under the 

temporary license in accordance nith thc rcgulatory requirements specified in the Michigan 

'lelecoii i i i i t inications ,Act. MCI. 384.21 01 ('/ sey., including the number portability provisions of 

Secti<)n 358.  the anti-slamming procedures adopted in Case No. C l - I  1900, and the number 

I-eclaination pruc adopted in Case No. 11-12703. 

(1. Before w in rnenc in~  basic local exchange service under the temporary license, Osirus 

Communications. Inc.. shall submit i ts tariffreflecting thc services that i t  w i l l  offer and identifyins 

the exchanges in which i t  nil1 o f fe r  servicc. 



rhe ('om~nis!,ion i-cscrves.jurisdiction and may issue further orders as necessary. 

An! part) desiring to appeal this order must do so by the filing of a claim of appeal in the 

Michigan Coun of Appeals within 30 daqs orthe issuance of this order. pursuant to 

h K l ,  184.2203( I?). 

MICHIGAN PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 

i s /  Oriiakor N. lsioeu - 
Chairman 

h/ Monica MartincL 
Comin isqioner 

i s /  Steven A.  Transeth 
Commissioner 
-._______ 

B! i ts action of September I X. 2007. 


